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Memorandum Regarding Weisberg's Two Letters Published in 
Open- City (Issue #59. 6/28-7/4. 1968; Issue # SO, 7/5-11/68) 

The Opera City issues mentioned above, and particularly/the 
second one, published letters from Harold Weisberg that made many 
charges against me, soma related to the Thornley matter. This 
memo presents answers to some of these charges. 

1) Regarding the legal action Garrison has taken against Thornley, 
Weisberg states: "...neither Dave nor Thornley troubled your renders 
with a printing of the indictment." (Issue #60,0pen City') As Harold 
well Ifnows, there was no indictment. A most unusual aspect of 
Kerry*S case is that the Grand Jury never indicted Kerry Thornley for 
the tastlaony’ha gave before them. They never were, given the opportunity 
tp do so by Mr. Garrison, to vote on the question of whether they 
thought Kerry had committed perjury when he testified before them 
in his Grand Jury appearance of February 8 , 1968 . Instead, after 
Kerry gave gave testimony (about his fall 1963 whereabouts and 

associations) testimony that was in flat disagreement with > 

^im Garrison's (and Harold Weisberg' s) "conspiracy" theory, Kerry was , 
personally charged with perjury by DA Garrison. Garrison used a 
legal device called a "Bill of Information" to prefer the charges asrsinst 
Triornijiy. This Bill of Information, which G arrison personally filed 
as D/fof New Orleans, avoided the necessity (and bypassed the 
judicial protection) oj/nsving the Grand Jury vote on Kerry's testimony, 
on tne questlonof whether they thought he might have committed 
P I^ U T y : Garrison's "Bill of Information" is nothing but the DA's 

Oificlsl way of expressing the fact that he thinks so, and is 

conSu i? sd wlth ? Grand Jury Indl”ment. The standard of 
provable casus 1 as toarwhether Kerry committed perjury Is obviously 
,S u i different when that determination-is made by a iury, rather than 
by^the DA himself, and especially when that same DA is the nrouT 
auo.cor (or co-author, considering Weisberg* s involvement) of a"' *> 

conspiracy tneory which postulates the involvement of th« * 

testimony is btlng scrutinized for perjury! If Kerr? s‘ testimony 
wc.re allowed oo stand, it would vitiate that portion of tne DA*s 
assassination "conspiracy” theory which Involves Kerry. 
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a Mr'SvW’^ Garrison charged ThornleyX with perjury, he issued 
a hlgnly ini xusaa uory, propogandlstlc sever, page press re"! “as- 
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also well knows, almost every witness who has fought extradition In 

Garrison* s various cases hgs found a very sympathetic judiciary 

ready and willing to let them off the hook. In order .to show that * 

he had nothing to hide, Kerry has waived extradition on both occassions 

when he was ordered to go to New Orleans: ths first time to te: tify, 

the second time to arraigned, even after be was charged fifth 

perjury. 

This behavior is unprecedented in any of Garrison's cases. One of 
Garrison's supporters has attempted to explain Thornley's actions by 
postulating that he is simply "pretending to be Innocent". Thus, 
by this logic, there are two types of guilty people in Garrison's 
probe: those who are "guilty" by virtue of their fighting 
extradition, and those who are "pretending to be Innocent" and who 
therefore waive extradition^ And what. would a truly Innocent man do? Why 
this outlook just happens to preclude the ezlstan.ee of such a creature!! 
5 ) Harold has raised matters in his letters that have absolutely no 
relevance to Thor^lsy, but they deserve a reply. This concerns'" 

Wesley J. Li coder . As a former grad student at UCLA, I made the ac- 
quaintance of Liebeler, a former attorney on the Warren Commission’s 
staff who is now a professor in the Law School. During the school 
year I966-I96?, Professor Liebeler held a seminar on the Warren 
Report which he IrrvT&Sd me to attend, specifically so that the 
other side of various questions would not be ignored, and would always 
be presented. This I did, despite visclous attempts on the part 
of several LA critics to spread a rumor that I was writing a book, 
with Liebeler, attacking various works of Harold Weisberg. 

As a measure of Weisberg* s honesty, note his charge that I am trying 
to defend either Liebeler or the Warren Report, and then read 
"The Case for Three Assassin!’, a 25 p*ge article which I co-authored in 
the Jan, 196? issue of Ramparts Magazine. 



Given Wslsberg’s personality, I should 'perhaps noi 



jq shocked 



at his low-brow attempt to employ the tactif/of "guilt by association 
in order to turn my dialogue with a member of ths opposition into a 
vice. His implications that I am either In agreement with Liebeler’s 
position on the Report, or the Report's conclusions on the assassination 
are as false ns they are absurd. 

6) Weisberg makes claims about a debate, and about my involvement. 

There Is no polite way to say it: his statements ln’thls area are simply 
a pack of outright lies. Here are the facts, backed up by the correspond- 
ence from Wcisbcrg’s own typewriter. 

Last Christmas, a group at Reseda’s Cleveland High School *) 

0 T TV t , e, ^ w-a ci <<evley Lieneicr ana • 

--rolQ weisberg. Since Liebeler* s afea of work on the Commission 

was Now Orleans, arid since Harold Weisberg had Published aboak that 
analyzes this particular area in great detail, a Llebeler/Wsisberr 
debate would have been an event of considerable importance 

1 helped Harvay Levin, President of "Boys Lsarras" . the Hiarh School *s 



cys Lsagus", the High School’s 



sp&nccring organization for the debate, draft letters to both men' * 
in an attempt to arrange this debate on mutually;? satisfactory terms, 
“either man knew of my Involvement. 

It would bo nice to be able to report that the debate did not come 
off because a Warren Commission attorney got cold feet when confronted 
by the prospect of debating an informed critic, Harold Weisberg, and 
could not afford a public showdown and the attendant embarrassment. 
Nothing of this type secured. The debate did not come off because* «v 
S k ni * <3iahonost y» involving dsb.tte arrangements and »*s " 1 
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The main financial burden of the entire affair was airline fare 
that would have been necessary to get We is berg fr the East coast to 
California. To possibly avoid this major expense. Levin initidttd 
his debate preparations by calling Welsberg long distance, telling 
him about the debate, add asking if he could possibly fit the debate 
into his next California trip. Welsberg assured Levin that he was 
without funds, and could do no such tiling. He could not get out to 
California, he assured them.* unless they paid his way. All right, 

Scrid^ Levin. Eut it would cost $250 for a round trip ticket for 
Weis ocrg to visit the coast. If they paid Welsberg his entire airline * 
fare, would he forego an honorarium? In this first conversation, 1 

Welsberg mode It quite plain that he wsjjfced bot h round trip airline 
ifra JiM an honorarium. He put it this way: "I'll tabs. whatever 
Liabeler gets; if he speaks for nothing. I'll speak for nothing. If „ 
Lie trier gets a nickel, I want a nickel*" To Welsberg, who was 1 

pushing tns sale of H books at the time, a freertric to Calif ^nla ' 

was, apparently, "speaking for nothing." ~ * f 

The debate arrangements were succesffilly culminated ,^and the 
tickets were about to be sold at a price which would raise enough 
money so that each man could be paid an honorarium, a nd Welsberg 
■would bet his airline fare paid. At that tins, a series of letters 
arrived from Harold Welsberg which were somewhat troubling, -/S#) 

First, Harold wanted to sell his books at the door. In another 
letter, he seemed to imply that he just night not be able to 
attend the debate, after all. He also wanted the school to please , 

pay ( for his cab fare from his Maryland farm to the Washington airport. 

As one high school student working of the project put it, they 
expected Welsberg' s next latter to request "5^for gun". 

(vw. "vkiv y-itf f.m £. Hr* i* C bf'A-tvv' 

Then ,f a letter sailed in from Harold saying: "Beginning the middle 
of ne:tt week, I will be away for about -18 days.T.shoMd you write ae, 

I will De in touch with my wife just about dally and I will gat any 
messages promptly. I hope the rest of our preparations go smoothly. " 



Whe- 



was Harold going for the next 18 days? The mystery was not 



long ln^ being resolved. To the astonishment and outrage of the — w 

h I gn school students, who were bending over backwards to raise money , 
for Harold Welsberg* s forthcoming airline fare*so that he could 
coma to California, Harold's visage was appearing on Southern California 
TV screens, and his voice was on various local talk programs'. 

Haroid was "going away for 18 days" to Southern California » ' 

inls blatant act of deceit and dishonesty was too much for 
, ' .°f. e , Ep0 ;V 3 ? rLn S the debate. At issue was whether one could trust 
an/orUng veisoerg $sld , any committment he made. The debate was called 

Liters were then sent to both Welsberg and Liebeler apolosizin* 

-o, tnu^cancellaoion, and a truthful technicality was invoked as th»~ 

spe-S ic n r"-^r- SC ^2^ 0ul ? no longer sponsor the debate. Also* alTmy 
X 11 1 r *i UOi)b > if to ©f'cn man’s letter of cancellation was o 

WeisbS-'o P ?pJi^g^4d* U "^f him that hiG °f‘Ponent had not withdrawn. 
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What evidence, I demanded to know? Harold's answerilllustrates 
exactly how his mind works. "Dave”, hesid, "I have a letter here 
in whlch.lt specifically states that Llebeler had p..ot. withdrawn 
from the debate. Now why w mid that statement be In there 
unless he had withdrawn?" 

I then told Harold that I had specifically requested that it be 
put in there 9 and to specifically prevent the spreading (bf rumors 
such as he was now spreading, on the part of either man. 

Cornered, Harold’s reply was short and unprintable, and the conversation 
was promptly terminated. 



6) I have never stated that the assassination was committed 
from "papier-mache trees somehow, mysteriously, removed in the 
middle of the night, while thousands ' of Unseeing looked on." 
Unlike his statements regarding the "debate", covered in point 
( 5 ), these are at least not outright lies, merely dishonest 
distortions oar My a "camouflage hypothesis" that I have advanced 
regarding the actual shooting in Dealey Plaza. 



7 ) Clint Bolton, a friend of Kerry Ihornly In New Orleans, wrote 
a column in which Welaberg's name is repeatedly spelled "Welsberger". 
The fact that "Mr. Welsberger'* appeared numerous times, instead 
of "Mr. Weisberg" was an ontirley innocent error on Clint's part. 
Welsberg used this as the basis for his charge in the first Open City- 
letter that Clint’s column was "antl-semitic", s 

8) Some concluding remarks. 
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follows: bec ause Garrison is opoosed bv the 
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of the mind' 



The syndrome goes as 

, . M . — ----- ^ establishment, therefore 

he must have something”; because Shaw is trying to avoid a trial, 
li^efore he must be guilty; because Edgar Eugene Bradley is 
fignuing extradition, therefore he must be guilty; because Kerry 
nornley is not fight'ng extradition, he must be "pretending to be 
innocent and is s therefore , guilty; because Clint Bolton spoiled 
we_sberg s last name as Weisberger, he must be anti-semltic; 
l g - °? u fp Welsberg received a letter saying Llebeler did not’wj thdraw 
tne debate , therefore he must have withdrawn from thc”d *h-> t e - 
ana because Kerry Shorn ley, who is involved In "the ^lot" sr 
to arrison, with David Lifton, last September (1967), then thl< 
must have been all part of a plot to mislead Garrison, 
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evidence, and becomes the tie that '‘binds together many of Mr. 
Garrison's followers into a cheap atJ 3 intellectually unbecomln 
courtroom cheering squad. 
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the Report merely because it was signed by Earl Warren? Perh.np 
besu unnt can bo said for those true believers is that there is a 
^ n typs , of radical, more- interested in propound a than In 
oaoswaco, who surrenders his mind to and becomes a docile pawn in 
tno I,,nds tne right typo of demagogue. 

. p ?? ple n11 w o^hip Mr. Garrison at the foot of 
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Bslow Is an excerpt from a communication that was sent me 
by Kerry Thornley shortly after the first Open City article 
appeared. It contains certain corrections to the May 31 article, 
as written by Kerry. 

I have indicated, with an asterisk located in the left hand 
margin, those corrections which have already been penned in on 
tne page itself, in those cases where the newspaper was mailed 
along with this errata sheet. 



David Lifton 
10/17/68 



Ca the front page; 



1) ”1 hornlcy was about to leave with his unit for a tour of Japan..." 
would more correctly read: "Thornley was about to LEAVE HIS' uIIIT 

for a tour 113 Japan...” 

2) "Thornley found Oswald to be an interesting character, who pro- 
fessed beliefs quite the opposite of his own" -** as well as all 
statements in elaboration of this point — is incorrect® At the 
time 1 knew Oswald. I was a democratic socialist and by no means 
the "right winger” I s emetines tern, myself today in indication of 
my present philosophy of individualist libertarianism. 

Cn page fourteen: 

1) "Shortly after his release from the Karines, Thornley studied 
at USO for a while, then decided to leave school and finish the 
book he started" -- is incorrect® 1 was 
going in the Marines* 
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should run as the second full paragraph in the first column. 

3) "Thornley retitled hie book "Oswald," and completely resjrote it" . 
is not the case® "Oswald" and my pre- assassination novel entitled 
"The Idle warriors" were two entirely separate books , though brief 
excerpts from, the latter appeared in the former. 

A) The sentence in the final column reading: "Thus, Garrison had a 
theory, provided by me, about Thornley J s involvement in the" 
assassination” should have read "about Ilsindell*s involvement. .®" 

Two paragraphs above this typographical error is another — Hr® 

Garris on he full statement to lbs. Lifton was: "After the fact there 

13 no truth; there is CliLY what the jury decides." It is thought- 

provoking that a man who in public pounds on George Orwell 19 34 

as xf it were his Bible, should express such a Big Brotherly opinion 

in private® Unfortunately, it is not for l-ir, 
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